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sent out on their own to provide com-
munications on enemy locations and
their strength.

They sometimes spent 24 hours in
headphones without sleep or food.
Many of these men endured terrible
conditions without protection from the
enemy. The Code Talkers were able to
send messages in their native dialect, a
code an enemy could never track. Mili-
tary commanders credit the Code Talk-
ers with saving the lives of countless
American soldiers and ultimately to
the success of the United States in
many battles.

In my mind, the Native American
Code Talkers are some of our Nation’s
greatest heroes. As my good friend,
Deputy Secretary of Defense Gordon
England said, ‘‘The story of the Native
American Code Talkers is one of the
most inspiring chapters in America’s
march to victory in World War II.
Their heroic and dramatic contribu-
tions were instrumental in driving
back our enemies across the Pacific.”

It’s time for Congress to give the Na-
tive American Code Talkers the rec-
ognition they deserve for their con-
tribution to U.S. victories in World
War I and World War II.

Charles Chibitty, a true American
hero, was also a loyal friend. He once
turned town a Medal of Honor because
it did not include all the four signal
companies who he considered his broth-
ers.

Chibitty said, I am glad that I am
still here, but I miss my comrades. I
know that my comrades that have al-
ready gone before me are listening and
laughing right now. I know when I go
up there someday, they will be there
waiting for me.

Today, at long last, we honor the late
Charles Chibitty and all of his friends
who served our country as their service
Code Talkers during World War I and
World War II.

I urge my colleagues to support H.R.
4544.
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Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I have
no further speakers, and I yield back
the balance of my time.

Ms. MOORE of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentlewoman from Wisconsin (Ms.
MOORE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 3018.

The question was taken.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the
opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being
in the affirmative, the ayes have it.

Mrs. BIGGERT. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX and the
Chair’s prior announcement, further
proceedings on this motion will be
postponed.

The point of no quorum is considered
withdrawn.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

EXTENDING THE AUTHORIZATION
OF THE NATIONAL FLOOD IN-
SURANCE PROGRAM

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 6965) to extend the authorization
of the national flood insurance pro-
gram, and for other purposes.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 6965

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. EXTENSION OF NATIONAL FLOOD IN-
SURANCE PROGRAM.

(a) PROGRAM EXTENSION.—Section 1319 of
the National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (42
U.S.C. 4026) is amended by striking ‘‘Sep-
tember 30, 2008’ and inserting ‘‘April 30,
2009”°.

(b) FINANCING.—Section 1309(a) of such Act
(42 U.S.C. 4016(a)) is amended by striking
‘“‘September 30, 2008’ and inserting ‘‘April 30,
2009”°.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
North Carolina (Mr. WATT) and the
gentlewoman from West Virginia (Mrs.
CAPITO) wWill each control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from North Carolina.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days within which to revise
and extend their remarks on this legis-
lation and to insert extraneous mate-
rial thereon.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Carolina?

There was no objection.

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

(Mr. WATT asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, this bill
would extend the National Flood Insur-
ance Program by 7 months. During the
most recent hurricanes of last year, we
found that the program had some sub-
stantial problems to it. The House has
passed a bill, the Senate has passed a
bill, and we have been unable to this
point to reconcile the two bills.

So the solution in the meantime is to
extend the existing flood insurance
program by 7 months. It is important
to homeowners and businesses so they
can have easy access to flood insur-
ance.

I reserve the balance of my time.

Mrs. CAPITO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in reluctant support really of
H.R. 6965 to extend the authorization of
the National Flood Insurance Program.
I would prefer that this would be a de-
bate on a consensus reform package
that would put the National Flood In-
surance Program on a more actuarially
sound footing.

Both the House and Senate have
passed separate bills that include im-
portant and necessary reforms. How-
ever, there are significant differences
between the two packages. And, unfor-
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tunately, we have been unable to reach
a compromise on our differences.

Although there are differences in the
two approaches, there are some simi-
larities. For instance, both measures
would reauthorize the flood program
for 5 years and include important re-
forms to phase out premium subsidies
and require more realistic pricing that
is actuarially sound and based on the
actual risk of flooding. Both bills
would also phase out rate subsidies for
nonresidential properties and non-pri-
mary residences.

One of the great challenges for this
program is the debt, which presents an
ongoing challenge and stands at $17.4
billion resulting from the 2005 hurri-
canes. Any flood program reform pack-
age has to address the NFIP’s debt, the
interest payments on that debt and the
net impact that they have on the budg-
et.

We also have to face the reality of
new claims in the pipeline to cover
losses from Hurricanes Ike and Gustav,
as well as the flooding in the Midwest
earlier this summer.

Both bills contain strong and prudent
reforms designed to strengthen the
flood program, phase out subsidies, and
encourage a premium pricing structure
that is based on the actual risk of prop-
erty loss from flooding.

The National Flood Insurance Pro-
gram is currently set to expire on Sep-
tember 30. For this reason we are today
considering a simple 7-month extension
designed to keep the flood insurance
program up and running past the Sep-
tember 30 deadline. Allowing the flood
insurance program to expire could
cause serious disruptions to the mort-
gage market and we could not afford to
let that happen, especially in light of
our current financial instabilities. A 7-
month extension would allow Congress
time to complete their work on a com-
prehensive reform package.

I want my colleagues in the House to
know that the Republican members on
the Financial Services Committee re-
main committed to enacting com-
prehensive reforms that not only mod-
ernize the National Flood Insurance
Program so that homeowners will con-
tinue to have access to flood insurance,
but also to protect the American tax-
payer at the same time. I urge passage
of this bill.

I reserve the balance of my time, al-
though I have no further speakers.

Mr. WATT. I thank the gentlewoman
for her excellent presentation on this.
If she is prepared to yield back, I am
also prepared to yield back.

Mrs. CAPITO. I yield back the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. WATT. Mr. Speaker, I have no
further requests for time, and I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. WATT) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 6965.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
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rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair will entertain Special Order
speeches without prejudice to the re-
sumption of further legislative busi-
ness.

———————

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 18, 2007, and under a previous
order of the House, the following Mem-
bers will be recognized for 5 minutes
each.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. POE) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

——————

HONORING HANNAH WARFIELD
AND JENNY BARRINGER

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr.
PERLMUTTER) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. PERLMUTTER. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise today to recognize two members of
one of my Colorado offices, Hannah
Warfield and Jenny Barringer. These
two are world-class athletes from my
alma mater, the University of Colo-
rado. They recently competed in the
U.S. Olympic track and field trials in
Eugene, Oregon; and in Jenny’s case,
the 2008 Olympics in Beijing.

I want to start off by saying a few
words about Hannah, a native of Syd-
ney, Montana, who competed in the
women’s javelin competition. Her work
ethic is extraordinary; and despite the
rigors of working a full-time job and
recently graduating from the Univer-
sity of Colorado, she maintains a train-
ing schedule which begins at 5 a.m. in
the morning and would humble even
the most dedicated among us.

This work ethic propelled her to be-
come the 2007 NCAA Women’s Big 12
Champion in the javelin event, a dis-
tinction not achieved by a University
of Colorado athlete in 20 years.

She is one of the most pleasant, orga-
nized and courteous individuals I have
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ever had the opportunity to meet. And
although Hannah came just short of
making it to Beijing, words cannot ex-
press the amount of pride and inspira-
tion she brought to our office and our
community with her dedication to the
pursuit of her dreams. Hannah’s posi-
tive attitude and tenacity should serve
as an inspiration to all of us.

Next, I would like to take to moment
to speak about Jenny Barringer from
Oviedo, Florida, who competed in the
women’s 3,000 meter steeplechase
event. Jenny is a true pioneer in the
sport which made its inaugural appear-
ance at the 2008 games.

Prior to the Olympics, she shattered
the American record in the women’s
steeplechase with a time of 9:22:73. If
that were not enough, she maintains a
3.7 GPA, serves as a sign language in-
terpreter, volunteers with the Ronald
McDonald House, Habitat for Human-

ity, and the local adopt-a-road pro-
gram.
I can attest that Coloradoans

watched her with excitement and an-
ticipation as Jenny made her Olympic
debut and competed in the Beijing
games where she once again made his-
tory by breaking her own American
record with a time of 9:22:26. This was
a 9th place finish in the world. Jenny
made our community and Nation
proud.

But what impresses me most about
Hannah and Jenny is that for as great
as their athletic ability, they are even
better people. Active in their commu-
nities, great students, combined with a
desire to go above and beyond what is
expected, they serve as a positive ex-
ample of what can be achieved with
hard work and a positive attitude.

As a father of three young women
myself, all of whom are athletes, I can
attest Hannah and Jenny represent the
pride and hope every parent feels when
they drop their own daughters off at an
athletic practice.

It is an amazing honor to see two of
our own in Colorado rise to this level,
especially knowing it could not have
happened to two better people. Hannah
Warfield and Jenny Barringer embody
the best our country could hope for in
the next generation of Americans, and
I am privileged for the opportunity to
have come to know these two remark-
able individuals.

————

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. JONES addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

September 23, 2008

REVISIONS TO THE BUDGET ALLO-
CATIONS AND AGGREGATES FOR
CERTAIN HOUSE COMMITTEES
ON THE BUDGET FOR FISCAL
YEARS 2008 AND 2009 AND THE
PERIOD OF FISCAL YEARS 2009
THROUGH 2013

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from South Carolina (Mr.
SPRATT) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SPRATT. Madam Speaker, under sec-
tion 211(3) of S. Con. Res. 70, the Concurrent
Resolution on the Budget for fiscal year 2009,
| hereby submit for printing in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD a revision to the budget allo-
cations and aggregates for certain House
committees for fiscal years 2008 and 2009
and the period of fiscal years 2009 through
2013. This revision represents an adjustment
to certain House committee budget allocations
and aggregates for the purposes of sections
302 and 311 of the Congressional Budget Act
of 1974, as amended, and in response to con-
sideration of the bill H.R. 6983, as expected to
be amended on the floor (Paul Wellstone and
Pete Domenici Mental Health Parity and Ad-
diction Equity Act of 2008) (September 23,
2008, 9:24 AM). Corresponding tables are at-
tached.

Under section 323 of S. Con. Res. 70, this
adjustment to the budget allocations and ag-
gregates applies while the measure is under
consideration. The adjustments will take effect
upon enactment of the measure. For purposes
of the Congressional Budget Act of 1974, as
amended, a revised allocation made under
section 323 of S. Con. Res. 70 is to be con-
sidered as an allocation included in the resolu-
tion.

Any questions may be directed to Ellen
Balis or Gail Millar at 226—7200.

BUDGET AGGREGATES

[On-budget amounts, in millions of dollars]

Fiscal Years
2009-2013

Fiscal Year
200912

Fiscal Year
20081

Current Aggregates:
Budget Authority
(011 —
Revenues ...

Change in the Paul

Wellstone and Pete

Domenici Mental

Health Parity and

Addiction Equity Act

(H.R. 6983):
Budget Authority 0 0 n.a.
Outlays ..ot 0 0 na.
Revenues ............ 0 0 3,023

Revised Aggregates:
Budget Authority
[T {E S —
Revenues ...

2,456,198
2,437,784
1,875,401

2,462,544 na.
2,497,322
2,029,653

n.a.
11,780,263

2,456,198
2,437,784
1,875,401

2,462,544 na.
2,497,322 na.
2,029,653 11,783,286

ICurrent aggregates do not include spending covered by section
301(b)(1) (overseas deployments and related activities). The section has not
been triggered to date in Appropriations action.

2Current aggregates do not include Corps of Engineers emergency spend-
ing assumed in the budget resolution, which will not be included in current
level due to its emergency designation (section 301 (b)(2)).

n.a. = Not applicable because annual appropriations Acts for fiscal years
2010 through 2013 will not be considered until future sessions of Congress.

DIRECT SPENDING LEGISLATION AUTHORIZING COMMITTEE 302(a) ALLOCATIONS FOR RESOLUTION CHANGES

[Fiscal Years, in millions of dollars]

House Committee

2008 2009 2009-2013 Total

BA

Outlays BA Outlays BA OQutlays

Current allocation:
Energy and C

Change in the Paul Wellstone and Pete Domenici Mental Health Parity and Addiction Equity Act (H.R. 6983):

Energy and C

89 81 839 802 3,162 3,157

0 0 0 0 230 230
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